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HART S~A~ ~FFI~ ~UIL~ING

WASHINGTON. DC
(202)

August 24, 1999

Lester Snow,     Executive Direccor
CALFED
1416 9uh, ~I155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

serious matter uhau has recently been brough~ to my attention.

As you know, I have ions been an active supporner of 5he
Cennral Valley projec~ Improvemenn Act, ~he Bay-Delta Accord, and
the whole CALFED effort ~o develop a forward-looking, multi-
objective and comp~ehenslve plan for California’s water future.
I have repeatedly called for all parties ~o "s~ay at the ~able"
and continue Ko work toward a mu~ually agreeable solution. I also
have opposed parnicular projects, suc5 as Auburn Dam and the
Peripheral Canal, bo~h of which ~ believe to be unnecessary,
polarizing and envi:onmen~ally damaging.

I~ has been my impression nha~ CALFED was in baslc agreemen~
with ~hese views. Auburn Dam has be~n explici~ly excluded from
consideration as a surface sto~age projec~ by CALFED. And, in the
December 18, 1998 Revised Phase II Report CALFED had set ou5 a
seven-year planning process which explicitly deferred any
decision cn a PerSp~eral Canal until a carefully devised study
program, assessing water quality, ~ishery improvement and o~her
Zac~ors, had been completed. The media has widely reported that
consideration of a Peripheral Canal is ~ermina~ed ~or now. and
you have been quoted as sayin~ i~ is not par~ of the preferred

The recent June 1999 Revlsed Phase ~I Report, however,
states that, subject [o certain conditions, "a pilo~ screened
dive~sion [of significant size and which I am told is on the
alignment of the Peripheral Canal] would be constructed,’ and tha~
i~s opera~ions would ~hen be evaluated in years five to seven of
the CAL~ED Program.

C~uld you please clarify for me whe~he~ CALFED in~ended no
change its posision on the Peripheral Canal and Del~a cosveyance
be=ween December and June? If no change was innended, please so
sna~e and indicate tha~ ~he December 19%8 a~reemenn wi~h respec~
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to ~he Peripheral Canal is still operative. If there has been a
change, please inform me what the basis is for =ha~ change and
describe the ways in which uhe relevant stakeholders were
informed and consul~ed about ~h~s change.

Thank you for your promp~ response =o Khis lnquiry. As you
know, comments on the pending EIS/EIR are due in lare September
and hearings are underway on ~he plan. It would help all
involved ~o know what CALFED’s views are on this ma~er as soo~
as possible. Please direcK your response ~0 my San Francisco
office, ATTN: Sam Chapman.

Uni~e~ SPates Senator

cc: ~egional Administrator Felicia Marcus, EPA
In~erio~ SecreKary Bruce Babbiuu
California Resources Secretary Mary Nichols
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